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ADVERTISEMENT. 

ON a uppooition that the following Review, EINE" 
from a Friend, would not be an agreeable present to the 
British Critic ; that it might be indelicate to offer it to 
the Anti- Jacobin; and, having no wish to encourage the 

Monthly or Critical n I have a to bt 
it take its chance by as | ; 
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MV DEAR FRIEND, 


Ir you still take in the British Critic, which, pers 
haps, you do, though you have long complained of 
it, you have probably read the Review of a new 
Preface to the second edition of Bishop Horne's 
Lite, by Mr. Jones; and, if you have, I think | 
you will not be displeased, from the exceptionable - 
manner in which it is done, to see a few animadvers * | 
sions on it. To begin then without farther cere- 
mony. >. | 


e This, which (says the Reviewer) may be con- 
* $1dered. as the cyened cantio of the excellent au- 
" thor, bears date July 30th, 1799.” —A pretty | 
compliment to be sure, and a pretty introduction 
to what follows! We shall find it to be something fi 

| A like 


WORK. | 

ike giving a dog roast meat, and basting him wit 
spit: except, indeed, that a compliment, even 
from the British Critic, is not so good as roast meat. 
But why is this Preface to be considered as the 


cycnea cantio? The author of Taz. Carnotic 


DoctrinNg or THE TRINITY was not- idle from 
July 50th, 1799, to January 6th, 1800; the 
5 day he entered into his rest. He laboured to the 
last; and, if the Reviewer will only look into the 
Anti. Jacobin Revieto, for January and February, he 
will ee two admirable Letters, addressed to @ Pre- 
destinarian, by Philalethes, kd proper Signature 
32 x Mr. Jones. | 


e The purport of the Preface (we are told) i is 
to maintain his favourite analogy of the Holy 
5 Trinity against the reſlections of the writer of 
that Life of the Bishop, which is mentioned in 
the title-page.” But is that the only purport of 


. 7 > In the title-page the new Preface is said to be 


on certain interesting points in Theology and Phi- 
| losophy; and, by referring to it, you will see an 
enumeration of twelve particulars, to shew what 
the ng really are, which are called Hutchin- 
; | zonian, 


| { 3) * | 
 conian, and t0 satisfy those (as che author obgerves) © 
who, having heard some things to perplex them, 
would be glad of better information, Is this, then, 
on the part of the British Critic, a fair, candid, 
and impartial state of the case; or has it any pre- 
tence to be called a Review, when eleven articles 
out of twelve are entirely suppressed? Not to 
mention that the defence of Bishop Horne, against 
the reſlections of the Liſe-· writer in the New Biogra- 
Phical Dictionary, is wholly passed over in silence. 
Not a word is said of what is urged in support of bis 
mode of interpreting Scripture, to shew that he trod | 

in the steps of those who went before him; the ana- 
logy, he proceeded. on, being admitted and insisted | 
upon, as Plain and certain by the best Divines of the | 
Christian Church, because they found it in the word | 
of God, It is required in Stewards, that a man be 
found faithful: but with Critics, some at least, lite- 
rary stewards for the pobbc, 8 it should seem, it is 
not required, 
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* That the operation of light and air may be safe · 
6 ly used by way. of illustration in speaking of that 


wi 8. subject (he admits) no serious Christian 
| A2 - — wal 
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% will deny,” A convenient qualifying salvo, to be 


a applied as Occasion offers! © But (continues he) 


* the Hutchinsonian doctrine, which Mr. Jones sup- 
« ported in this point, appears to go much farther; 


and, if so, may surely be censured as fanciful and 
«© even presumptuous. '—Appears to go much further; 


and if 50 whatever else may appear, this appears 


evident enough; that either the gentleman does not 
ee any thing of the subject himself, or is not wil- 


ling that his readers should. One can hardly _— 
it possible for a man to read the New Preface to Bishop 


: Horne's Life, and not see hot far the Hutchinsonian 


doctrine went; for Mr. Jones was never reckoned an 


obscure writer: but there are eyes which see not; and, 


it is observed, none are so blind as those who will not 


See. Whether it be owing to ignorance, or prejudice, - 
or partiality for the writer of Bishop Horne's Life, 


in the New Biographical Dictionary, as a second self, 
aller et idem; or to pique for the correction he de- 


servedly received at the hands of Mr. Jones; the fact 
35, this article is miserably slurred over by the Britisſ 
Critic, and without the shadow of an atgument in 
his support; we have only his vain surmises, « that 
surely Mr. Jones may be censured as fanciful, and 

| 4 eyen 


4 ( n ) 
66 cron jreeuniptuons; of There was 48 00 Israel 
formerly, who thought some things Fanciſul when 
proposed to him; and asked, How, can these things 
be? So there may be a master of. Israel now, a 
stranger to some things which he ought to know, and 
disposed to say, as Nicodemus did, Hoto can these 
things be ? Though why it should be thought a thing 
incredible, that God, who made the world, should 
have so made it as to enable us to see the Spiritual in 
the natural world, I do not comprehend. Nay, we 
are expressly told, that the invisible things of him 
from the creation of the world are clearly seen, bo- 
ing understood by the things that are made; even his 
eternal power and GODHE AD, Now, if the Godhead 
is to be understood by the things that are made, and | 
the Godhead is a Trinity in Unity, then may not the | 
Heavens, the th ings that are made, which the elec- 
trical experiments shew to be a Trinity in Unity, be 
the appointed instruments to declare the glory of God; 
and may not what is contemptuously called the 
Hutchinsonian doctrine, which makes all nature bear 
uitness to the truth of Revelation, be the true doc- 
trine; and the censure of Jeneifel and pregumptuous, | 
which 


(VP 


| | which: 'the Reviewer has prepared for others, dee 
fall on "_ own pate? 


| However, the gentleman has an authority in his fa- 


8 your, such as it is, which he is willing to make the 
most of; and, from tlie triumphant manner of intro- 


ducing it, one should imagine he thought it decisive. 
“We shall rest at present,“ says he, * on an autho- 
* rity, which Mr. Jones himself mentions, of his 
bonn tutor at University College, whose opinion 


on an Hutchinsonian Tradt was thus expressed; 
„There were some good things, and some curious 


4 things in ĩt; but the man raves, when he talks of his 
65 fire, light, and $p:ri4, p. 14, Exactly so think 
* we,” —Jtis is observed of Bishop Burnet, with one 


exception only, that, whenever he gives any man 2 


good character, he always concludes with a but, that 


mars the whole, After the example of his Lord- 
ship, the British Critic too has his but, The excel- 
lent author, whom he introduced with a compliment, 
proves, in the sequel, to be fanciful and even pre- 
tumptuous the cycnea eantio is no better than a de- 
- hrium, a sick man's dream; and the poor dying swan, 


- 4-30 


3 


in his last moments, raves.” The man rand} wha by q 

talks of his fire, light, and spirit, says the tutor 5 
exactly so, think we, says the British Critic. And, 
if he think so, 50 it must be: wisdom will die with 


him. But I hope not. It is a pity there was not 


more quoted from the page referred to: but there 
might be reasons why not; and the passage curtailed 
might suit the Reviewer's purpose better than if given 
more at length. As it now stands, it Seems sanction- | 
ed, as it were, by Mr. Jones himself; but then it 
would have a very different aspect. But, to my 
mind, there is something so pertinent in what is 
omitted, that I cannot resist transcribing it, and -I 
flatter myself you will be of the same opinion. Now 
« herein is to me a marvellous thing,” says Mr. Jones, 
in his observation on the tutor's remark, ** that learns 
ing, Seated in the chair of Alfred (or, let me add, 
in the chair of the British Critic) Should take this 
* doctrine of fire, light, and air, to be ravings 
« when 1 Ignorance, with a tallow candle in its hand, 
te need only light it, to see them all at work toge - 
* ther. Air enters at the bottom, where the flame 
* looks blue; fire and smoke from the snuff are at 


the top; and the brightest light is about the mid- 78 


« dle. 
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de. No man can draw a line between them, or 
* gay where one ends and another begins. But here 


þ > | they are certainly; for without air the candle goes 


«6 out ; without fire it will not burn us, and without 


light we shall not see by it. And all this is no 


gr theory, but a plain undeniable matter of fact. 
& How wonderful, that a philosopher canndt see this, 
- * when a child or a ploughman may be made to un- 
e iderstand it! Two strange events of the same kind 
are more credible than one. The people among 
the Jews, who knew most, were those who could 
* see least.“ 


„ Without the smallest diminution of our truly 
« cordial respect for the late Mr. Jones, whose fa- 
* yourite dogma this was; and who never pardoned 
our acknowlegement of the same sentiment in re- 
viewing his tract upon that subject What a con- 
zolation to the, friends of Mr. Jones! How kind and 
gracious in the British Critic to speak so handsomely ! 
Though I have my doubts. For, if you turn a dog 
out of doors into the street, and cry a mad dog, the 
poor animal will stand a bad chance for his life, how- 
ever cordial your respeR may be for him. But i 
the 


1 


MAS. 
the charge vill founded, (it i a heavy one) that thelt 


acknonlegement of their zeptiment in reviewing bis 


traſt on his favourite dogma (as it is called) was an 
offence auß pardaried by him? I trow not. The 


subject is an important one; and Mr. Jones thought, 


as he well might, that it would be fairly represented, 


especially in a Review, that professed to have the in- 


vestigation of truth for its oliject. Instead of which, 
this tract, of 4 Short Way to Truth, is treated with 
an air of unconcern, as 4 thing of no moment; and 
the British Critic, in the chair, authoritatively declares, 
though we do not; in all points, arcede to the opinions 
of this author, we can fairly give our general lerti- 


mony to his good ienie and good intentions. Of this, 


Mr. Jones took notice in a Letter to the Editor of the 
British Critic, for October, 1793 and of that Letter 
the Editor takes no notice in the British Critic, for 
February, 1800; owing, we will suppose, entitely to 
forgetfulness. Had it been referred to, which it 


should have been, when speaking of the Critique, 1 


am satisfied it would have shewn there was no warrant 


for the epithet. of unforgiving applied to Mr. Jones; 
and yet, I apprehend, it was from some confused re- 
membrance of such a Letter that the charge was 


made; for I am persuaded there was no other ground 
T Js nt. N 
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to go upon. As Posibiy you have never ae the 


. [ think I cannot do better thai trbderibER. 


it No. 5. ) PP 
TAE TRINITARIAN annoy; 


Fo | In a Letter to the Editor of the British cite, for 


; October 1798. 
985 | 
; . 
as it hath been stated in the four preceding Numbers, 


is such, that it may be supposed to have come from 


ome person, who covets no praise, and fears no cen- 


Sure. You have allowed him the merit of a little 


good sense; to which, however, in my opinion, he 
has but a doubtful title. Fot, if this great argument, 
30 plainly founded on divine Revelation, and Supported 
by evidence, old and new, from every quarter, is $0 
slightly noticed, and-thrown aside as a trifle, by per- 
sons in Whom the world expects to find superior 
learning, and from whom writers, 6n the Christian 
ide, have hoped for that candour and justice which 
they have hitherto not met with from others; it must 


surely have been an act of indiscretion to trust it with 


the public, such as good gente would not easily have 


fallen into. Give me leave, e N to explain hom 


a W 


The 


e 
The incident, which, gave occasion to the compos- | 
ing of these papers, is truly related in the Preface. 
The publicstion of them was. not at first intended. 
But a late learned and excellent person, who was nat 
only a strenuous defender of the Christian cause, but 
a great ornament to the Christian society, was heard 
to say, that, if such a man a8 Dr. Priegtle was ever 
to be converted to the belief of Christianity, nothing 
would be 80 likely, in his opinion, to produce that 
effect, as à sight af that alliance between natural and 
divine Truth, which Revelation hath pointed out to 
us; meaning that very Alliance, or Analogy, in par- 
ticular, which hath bete been traced with go much 
care and attention, Of this, when it first occurred to 
him, he wrote the following memorable words: © 1 
** haye found information enough to give me an idea 
< of the spiritual agency of the Divine Persons in the 
< reflemption of mankind; an idea, which I could 
„ neyer haye expected, or thought it possible far 
* man in the body to have; and which hath fixed 
me fast to the rock of my salvation, by an anchor 
« of the soul, both sure and steadfast, never more to 
* be tossed about upon the waves of scepticizm or 
ᷣ'LOLn» ae bet 
| B 2 oh " The + 
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probable, that with persons of few-er pre) udives, and 
better inclinations, the sight of such a thing might 


\ 


1 if 12 ) \ 
The author, therefore, could not think it gute lm. 1 


possibly be productive of some good effect; withwhich 


| hope he ventured to Send it abroad. For if it be once 


admitted, that nature affords a visible testimony to 


the mysteries of Christianity, as is here demonityated, 


the dispute with Philosophers is at an end; and, for 
the most distant prospect of so desirable an event; 1 
would, at any time, hazard by Ne 3 b 
1 TED 

In the first paper, 1 have contended, according to 
the established opinion, which i is undoubtedly right, 
that the doctrine of the Trinity ought to be believed 
ppon the eee ef God; | but if men you Mt for 2 


receive s what] is ine to kuman reason, we are je hen 
ready to meet them upon their own. ground. 1 do 
therefore wish that you had shewed your readers, in 
as few words as possible, what the argument is, what 
is the design of it, and to what sort of Pergons it is 
more particularly addressed, OY an argumentum ad 
| homines ; ; which, if it should not succeed so often as 
t might be wished and expected, no harm is done. 
; All 


keep plain Christians in the way of truth, as they Have 
done hitherto; and, as to those philosophets, who are 
unhappily disaffected to it} we mustleave them to go on 
in their o way, producing a new crop of hard words 
every year, till they shall be brought to a better un-: 
derstanding of things : and then they will do as much 
good, as they are now disposed to do mischief. For, 
suppose twenty persons to be pers uaded, in the ordi⸗ 
nary way of reasoning, that Christianity is. not. faise; 
one single man, who is brought over to love and admire 
| the wisdom of it, will, probably, be worth them all: 
and I look upon this as the certain effect of my argu- 
ment, where it has any effect at all. 


Soon after the papers, which contain it, were printed 

off, it was reported, that a copy of them had been 
handed, without the author's consent or knowlege, 
to Dr. Priestley: with what success he never heard, 
But what that learned gentleman published, soon after- 
wards, in his address to his friends, the French philoso- 
phers, who are extirpating Christianity as fast as they 
can, leaves us utterly without hope that any good 
effe& is to be expected from that or any other appli- 
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eation. of the kind. Many years ago, that excellent 
Controverzalist, Mr. Charles Leslie, published his 
Short Method with the Deists; originally composed 
for the private benefit of the Duke of : Leeds; the 
design of which was to give a demonstration of the 
Facts of Christianity. For, argued he, no man can 
possibly deny the doctrines, if he admits the fact 
by which those doctrines were first proyed to the world. 
But, in Dr. Priestley we see a melancholy example of 
what Air. Leslie thought impossible; he having 
actually borrowed (ot stolen) that authors singular de; 
mons tration of the facts of Christianity, without any 
mention of his name (of which you should haye given 
your readers some notice) while be denies the doc- 
trines which those facts were intended to prove. Ma- 
homet did the same, as the learned Mr. Bryant hath, 
of late, very well observed. This impostor allowed s 
many of the facts, that he ought to have taken the 
doctrines with them; but, like our philosophical 
Doctor, he denied them all, and published a new set 
of his own manufacture. Makomet's view was to raise 
a party against the Christian world; and the Doctor 
makes no secret of it, that he is actuated by a like 
| spirit of proselyting. While such a person is 30 busy 

8 in 


; 30 988 IJ 
in working upon othem, nothing can be done upon 
himself; and I am one of those who always considered 
his case, as a hopeless one. I have watched the ways of 
mankind very attentively; and I find they reject | 


many things, not because they doubt of them, or =. || 
conctive them to be false, but because they do not | 
like them. Judas always knew that his Master was | 


the true Messiah; he only discovered, that he was 
not zuch à Messiah as would do for him. The philo- 
zophical leaders in France are not so bereaved of their | 
wits, as to disbelieve the being of a God; they have 
only discovered, that anarchy, murder, and sacrilegy, 
will not consist with the worship of him, so they cast 

bim off, till he shall cast off them; which will happen 
in its time, as it did to the Jews. | 
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I thidk it highly proper, that, in a popular under- 
taking as yours is, all appearance of singularity in judg- , 
ment should be avoided, and the temper of the age 
dubmitted to, $0 far as it may be done, withoiſt any 

mean arts of adulation on the one hand, of suppressloh , 
on the other ; for which your enemies would hold you 
cheap, and your best friends would be afraid of you. 
Every sincere reformer of the times, in which he lives, 


must 


{C46 3) 


: must de himself as a physician 3 
patients, who will touch no medicine unless it is pa- 
latable or fashionable; he must do good to the world 
against its will; and persevere, as well as he can, under 
the honest encouragement of the sanguine, the cold 
approbation of the prudent, the contempt of ad- 
| versaries, and the silence of many Who think rightly, 
but are afraid to speak. That you may always be 
mjndful of those reasonable expectations with which 
the friends of this Church and Government, at a very 
critical time, have given you such ample encourage- 
ment, is the hearty wish of 


Your constant Reader, and | 
humble Servant, 


: The Author of 2 Hort We 4 to Truth. 
Nov, 20, 1793, 3 


When you have read the foregoing letter, I have 
a notion you will think it hardly credible it could be 
forgotten by the editor, as I was willing to suppose; 
and, if remembered, you may wonder how it could 


be remembered to so little purpose. Incorrigible. as 
| 5 8 


4m) 

it were, he goes on reviewing in the same 10 way 
as before, notwithstanding the useful hints given for 
doing it to better effect: and, when you consider the 
perverse, malevolent interpretation put on the gentle 
reproofs and friendly admonitions of the Letter- 
writer, by the Editor, you will be reminded of the 
Apostle's question to the Galatians, Am 7 therefore 
become your enemy, because I tell you the truth? 

By this early offence (that is, of not doing what 
they ought to have done) we forfeited (say they) the 
expectation of his (Mr. Jones's) support and assistance. 

I do not know what the gentleman's expectations might 
be; but, methinks, Mr. Jones did pretty well for 
them. By his zeal and exertion the Society for Re- 
formation of Principles was set on foot: he made a 
collection of excellent tracts, published under the title 
of the Scholar armed, in two volumes, for the use of : 
students in divinity ; (which, by the by, have not been 


recommended as they deserved) and he was the means 


of establishing the British Critic; of which the Edi- 
tor and his friends are now reaping the profits. If 
Mr. Jones's other avocations had left him leisure to 
give farther assistance to the British Critic, it would 
85 C | have 


— 


| 


( 18 ) 
"2 added each to the credit of the work; ut ie 
certainly had no claim upon him. With the carp of 4 


parish, to which he was indeed a blexing; with at- 
tention to his pupils, whom he was anxious to send 
forth into the world, from under his instruction, well 
rooted and grounded in sound principles; and with 
his private literary studies, which had ever the glory 

of God for their object; his time was fully employed; 
and he might surely be excused from contributing to 
the support of the Review by his labours, without 
the uncharitable insinuation of having recentment for 
kis motive. 


80 ES for the British Critic. —We have weighed 
him in the balance; and I believe you will allow he is 
found wanting:—wanting in justice to the author 
whom he reviewed, by supposing he was beside him- 

seh, (as Festus did Paul) when he was Speaking forth 
the words of truth and soberness ;—wanting, in justice 
to his readers, by pretending to give them the Review 


of a work, and concealing from them the greatest part 
of it; as the chief Priests, with a view to stiſle evi- 
dence, consulted that they might put Lazarus also 

td death; and wanting in argument; for he produces 

| none; 


ww 


(219 ) 
none; having recourse to bare assertion and his inge 


dixit, instead of it, and substituting railing for rea- 


son. If he had indulged his readers with a fair ac- 


count of the tract, instead of representing it as not 


worth notice, it might have induced them to look into 


the tract itself, and then many of them might have 


been heard to say, what a gentleman did say, into 
whose hands it was put, If this be Hutchinsonian- 


„ jm, it is only another name ſor Christianity in 


e perfection.“ But I trust Mr. Jones's character, as 
an author, is too well established for any work with 
his name to it to be disregarded, because some Critics 
speak evil of those things which they know not; and 


any tract of his, relating to interesting points in phi- 


losophy and theology, will engage the attention of the 
learned and pious, however lightly treated by others. 


Regard for an old friend, no longer able to speak for 


himself — for whom you likewise had a great regard 
induced me to make these animad versions; not doubt- 


ing they would be acceptable to you, as a free - will 


offering of a grateful heart. If you think the Letter 


will be useful to others, and afford them any satis*ac- 
tion, you are at liberty to print it. If it should serve 
| to 


* 
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to convince the Reviewers of their error, and lead 
them to acknowlege, with Joseph's brethren, w# are 
verily guilty concerning our brother, the end will be 
answered ; for their amendment, not their SO 


the object. 
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I am, with great respect, 


18 | your faithful and * N 1 
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A few Words by way of Pos seni r. 


P. 8. Contrary to my expectations, the Authors 
of the British Critic have taken notice of your Cor- 
respondent A, I. N. in their review for April. I 
thought they would prudently have passed him over 
in silence; but they could not; their evil genius 
would not let them. Instead of proving themselves 
wiser to- day than they were yesterday (which they had 
an opportunity of doing, by eandidly confessing they 

had been in the wrong) they adopt a notion, that 
wrong, persisted in, becomes right; and so they pur- 
sue their old course, Their motto is not, Let the | 
galled jade go wince, our withers are unwrung ; for 
they feel plaguy sore. If you throw a stone at a dog 
and he yelps, you may guess you have hit him. 
| 


« Mr. Jones (they say) had several friends of less 
* genius and judgment than himself, who blindly 
* deemed him' infallible, In that number” (i. e. of 
less genius and judgment than himself) “ we could 
not arrange ourselves. Modest gentlemen, indeed ! 

Be 


111 

Be not wise in your own conceits: he that exaltetl 
himself shall be abased. Mr Jones's Fx1enDs, not 

$0 high minded, were ever ready to bow te his gu- 
perior genius and judgment; and, without “ blindly 


DS . deeming him ORDER, | they certainly think, that, 


take him for all in all, they © ne'er shall look upon his 
ite again.” FN | 


8 * 
45 
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The Reviewers allow (reluctantly enough,” God 
| now) that be belonged to, perhaps formed, (why 
55 perhaps? when they know he actually did form) © the 
« society, which first proposed the plan of such a re- 
view.“ No, pardon me gentlemen, dele sven—if 
; you please—he proposed the plan of a Review, but 
not such a Review as the British Critic has turned 
out. His Review was one, in which the temper of the 
age was to be submitted to, so far as it might be 
done, without any mean arts of adulation on the one 
hand, or suppression on the other. These worthy | 
wights have very treacherous memories z they con- 
tinually Stand 1 in need of a dapper. 


« But the Review (say they) might have perished 


« a thousand times” (once would have been enough) 
| e before 


Ie 23 by 3. 


« before be, or many of his admiring bende would hy 


« written a single line to Support it: (and, if they had 
there was no security for its not being garbled and 
poiled 1 in the passage by their ars eritica) © and, the 


© moment we appeared not to adopt all his opinions, * 


« he and they complained of it. complained of 11 
| complained of what ? Not that the Reviewers 2 
not adopt all his opinions, which is a gross misre 
sentation, but that they did not, in their i inquist to- 
rial capacity, lay the opinions fairly before their read: _ 
ers, and leave them to judge for themselves. But 


why are the critics 50 peevish ; why so fretful, as they 


seem to be? Mr. Jones's © many admiring friends" | x Y 
bear no malice nor hatred in their hearts :” they are £ 


ready to return good for evil, and would be happy to 
provoke the gentlemen to good works and a better 
understanding of things. No man, to be sure, when 
he hath lighted a candle, putteth it under a bushel, 
but on a candlestick : and the British Critic is very 


right in so doing; but, if his candle burn dim, (which 


it is very apt to do) or there be a thief in it, why should 
he be angry with a friend for snuffing it, that it may 
give more hight ? B having put his own candle on 

| a candle · 


. 


% 


* 
o 


: 46 « Sideredasa specimen of the kind of publicat jon whig 


| British Eritie, under the fifth 1 Ab. But hö thy 


i : PRINTED BY T;,CROWDER, NO. 2, TEMPLE- 


t%) 


4 f candlextick, why . he be 80 0 anxious Bo 5 
r 7 5 


. C 2 2 
b | 


EFF P 


r. Jones 8 under a bushel # 
© The present tract (they observe) may be af 


those friends would have produced by themselves 
What a home thrust! There we. je him, 278 th 


not have given some specimen of the tract, that thg 6 
readers might have known a little, what kind of a a tf ing 


Dares x 

A | , e I we. . 
Ts lts attack agen us turns chiedy a upon this fil 
take my word for it, gentle reader, it does not) « thy 


«we did not enter into a detail and disputation, wit 
«we thought, and still think, unnecessary: 2 that 5 . 


in other words, they are wise enough to know whal 
they wish to conceal from vulgar eyes; ; that they al 
8 ignorant of the : subject, and that truth 1s OP te 
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